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Commissioner for Patents 

1 . The reply filed on January 2 1 , 2005 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of the following omission(s) or 
matter(s): the amendment did not comply with the revised amendment practice effective July 30, 2003 (see below). See 37 CFR 
1.111. Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS from 
the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid abandonment. 
EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

2. The revised amaidment practice effective July 30, 2003 requires each section of an amendmait document to being on a 
separate sheet. Applicant included the claim amendmoits with the specification amendments. Applicant replaced pages 7 and 21 of 
the specification. Page 21 of the specification included part of claim 16 and claims 17-20; thCTefore, this page should have been under 
the section of the claim amaidments. 

3. A complete listing of all of the claims in the application should have been submitted whoi claims 16 and 19 were amended. 
Further, a parenthetical expression for each claim is needed. The seven paroith^cal expressions are: original, currently amaided, 
canceled, withdrawn, new, previously presented and new. Each parenthetical ©q)ression should follow the claim number and should 
be in parentheses. 

4. A clean version of the replacemoit paragraphs or sections of the specification, or a clean version of the claims amaided 
should not be submitted. Applicant submitted clean versions of the specification page amoided and clean versions of the claims 
amended. 

5. The response filed February 14, 2005 failed to rectify the above problems. 
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Primary Examiner ^/ 
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